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the pretense that rulers were omnipotent
and that thelr decrees could be everlasting.
vigilance 1s not merely the price of free-
dom, 1t has to do with the character of last-
ing freedom, helping to distinguish it from
the euphoria of liberty. Just so, diligence, a8
& habit, must accompany the attainment of
peace In any measure. The security pro-
claimed by a treaty 1s, without It, of no more
value than a mere proclamation of liberty.

Democracy, within our own land, has kept
us working at our freedoms. The are of gen-
uine peacemaking is so embryonic that we
do not have the habit-—we do not even have
& meaningful name for it as yet. The unre-
leved ordeal of the cold war and the non-
utopfan climate of the United Nations—the
“one-world” organization, remember?—have
taught us that it is work. Hard work.
Unending.

The approach to the nuclear control treaty
15 encouraging evidence that we have learned
that progress in International relatlons re-
quires, as does good government, not the
occasional proclamation but the muscle tone
of daily effort.

[From the Emmett (Idaho)
Index, Aug. 22, 1963]
BTARK QUESTION

The obvious coolness of many top mill-
tary leaders toward the test ban treaty is
not surprising. and it probably will have
more influence on- the Senate ratification
vote than the outspoken opposition of Dr.
Edward Teller, familtarly known as "father
of the H-bomb.”

Ax a physicist, Dr. Teller is a gentus. As
a citizen, his opinion on Emmett's forth-
coming decision on a sewage disposal system,
for example, would be nc more reliable than
that of any random resident. As a sales-
man, 8 grocery clerk, a millworker, or &
football player, he would probably be a flop;
and as & political scientist, he 1s an impo-
tent threat to the survival of man. Dr.
Teller's fleld of competence 18 physics,

The same cannot be said for Gen. Thomas
8. Power, Commander in Chief of the Stra-
teglc Alr Commiand, who opposes the test
ban, nor of the Jolnt Chiefs bf Btaff, who
have leaned far over to avold endorsing the
treaty without specifically opposing it.
These men must be heard, and their opin-
ions must be welghed carefuily.

It 1s unfortunate, however, that thelr
opinions carry more weight than they merit
with some Senators, largely because of po-
utical considerations. It Is unfortunate be-
cause the test treaty involvea the heart
and the soul and will of mankind far more
than strictly military defense. It touches
closer to the survival of clvilization than to
military security.

In the areas, the opinion of the man
on the street fs more valid than that of
General Power. Nelther the scientist, sane
or mad, nor the military expert are of value
to America except a8 thelr pecullar and ad-
mittedly great talents are directed and con-
trolled by the lay-civilian public—a public
which doesn't know even the language of
sclence and understands little of mllitary
strategy. .

We suggest that the Senator should listen
earefully to the opinions of all the "Dr.
Tellers” and “General Powers.” Analyze
them carefully In deciding what the vote on
the test treaty shall be.

But we suggest, too, that the Benator
should seek the opinion of the Emmett store
clerk and the migrant fruifworker, for their
opinions, whether coinciding or conflicting
with those already heard, are more likely
to bear on the question at issue.

And the question at lssue is not whéther
the treaty will last or whether Russia will
cheat. It iz not whether Russia has lived
up to agreements in the past. It s not

Messenger-
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whether we have more bombs and Russia
has bigger ones. It is not, in fact, whether
the treaty might give one side or the other
some tenuous military advantage.

Neither side can cheat substantially for
jong. Neither side is constrained by the
treaty to reduce its absolute capability of
utterly destroying the organized soclety of
the other (and committing national sulcide
at the same time). Neither side 1s pro-
hibited from withdrawing on short notice,
or no notice at all. Nelther side, In fact, is
enjoined to reduce by so much as one fire-
cracker a stockpile of weapons already in be-
ing equivalent to 10 tons of exploding dy-
namite for every man, woman and chiid
on the fact of the earth.

The question at issue in ratifying the
treaty—in trying it at least for a While—
is stark and simple:

If it is Impossible for confileting nations
armed with unlimited atomic power to nego-
tiate, after years of effort, such a minor
agreement as & partial ban on nuclear bomb
testing, is there any real hope at ail that
those nations can avold the ultimate fis-
sion-fusion-fission showdown?

We belleve that you, gentle reader, are
better qualified to answer that question
than the physicists or the generals.

In final analysis, only you can answer the
question, either by remalning silent or b
functioning as a member of the Republic a:
of the human race.

THE SITUATION IN VIETNA

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. President, fthe
Vietnamese problem continues te trouble
the Government, people, and press of
this country. I ask unanimous consent
to have printed in the Recorp two perti-
nent articles—a column by Drew Pear-
son, which appeared in many news-
papers, Including the September 15 issue
of the Idaho Falls Post-Register; and an
editorial, published in the St. Louls Post-
Dispatch, entitled “Another Method of
Dealing with the Diem Clique,” which
was reprinted in the September 13 issue
of the Lewiston Morning Tribune.

There being no objection, the articles
were ordered to be printed in the REec-
orD, as follows:

[From the Idaho Falls (Idaho) Post-Register,
Sept. 15, 1983]
{By Drew Pearson)

. WaSHINGTON.—When  Senator  FRANK
CHURCH, the young Idaho Democrat, put the
State Department on the spot at a closed-
door hearing regarding 1ts vacillating policy
toward South Vietnam, he knew firsthand
wha he was talking about.

CHURCH made a memorable trip to 8aigon
1 year ago with Senators Gare McGzx, Wyo-
ming, and Trp Moss, Utah, aiso Democrats.
They arrived in Saigon 1 day early. 1f they
had arrived on time they would not have
seen so much.

But arriving as they did, they were shunted
to one side by the police to make way for
President Diem. ’ '

“The entire population was pushed to one
side,” CHUBRCH reported to other Senafors,
»some of them had to retreat half a block
back from the main street.

“Then & motorcyle escort came charging
down the street at 60 miles an hour in front
of the President. I have seldom seen 80
many troops lining a strédet. In 10 minutes
Dlem got through the heart of the city—a
trip which should have taken 30 minutes.
That 1s how he deals with his citizens.”

Later, the three Senators found that the
President of South Vietnam treated U.8.
Benators with almost equal contempt even
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though these Benators have to vote the mil-
llons of foreign aid which pay for Diems
troops, his motorcycles and his limousine .

Diem gave the three Senators a 30-minute
audience during which he lectured for 30
minutes. It was a monolog. They were
not permitted to ask questions. At the
conclusion, Ambassador Frederick Nolting
was permitted to ask one question. That was
all.

During an American Embassy party, Sena-
tor CHURCH told guests about the wild ride
through the center of the city.

“Oh,” remarked one US. diplomat, “that's
the way of life around here.”

CURBBING A MANDARIN

The same Sepator CHURCH was listening
to the testimony of Assistant Secretary of
State Roger Hilsman before a closed door
meeting of the Senate Forelgn Relations
Subcommittee on Far Eastern Affairs, Hils-
man gave rather a placid explanation of the
State Department’s predicament in South
Vietnam. :

When he finished Church asked in acld
tones:

«What are you going to do about this
Mandarin? There has been nothing like him
since the Borgias.

«This self-immolation by Buddist priests
has shocked the entire Christlan world. No
matter how we may look at it here, it puts
us ofy the side of religious repression, a posi-
tio hich I know is not that of the Ameri-

people.”

At this, Assistant Secretary Hilsman lost
his complacency. “I agree,” he interrupted.
He even agreed that 1t might be a good thing
for the Senate to adopt a resolution threat-
ening to cut off aid to President Diem and
his high-handed brother and sister-in-law.

Senator CHURCH has now done so. One
of the first to join him was Senator FRANK
CarLsoN, Kansas Republican, who also was
shocked at the high-handed operations of the
Diem family and asked some tough questions
of Assistant Secretary Hilsman.

A CATHOLIC VIEW

A completely opposite view of South Viet-
nam and the persecution of Buddhist priests
by the Catholic Diem family has been ex-
pressed in the Catholic News, organ of the
Archdlocese of Cardinal Spellman of New
York. It was Cardinal Spellman, who ar-
rived in Salgon on January 5, 1855, to help
Catholic refugees from North Vietnam and
who has been & strong proponent of U.S.
ald to this area. The United States gave
28,571,428 for these refugees on December
21, 1854.

According to Father Patrick O'Connor, Far
Eastern correspondent for National Catholic
Welfare Conference News Service, “Buddhists
in South Vietnam have been selling the
American people a bill of goods. They sold
it first to some of the foreign correspondents

in Salgon.
“They have represented themselves as
undergoing religious persecution. They

have been depicted around the world as suf-
fering from a host of restrictions on their
religious worship. They are described as
comprising sometimes 70 percent of the
population persecuted by a ‘Catholic minority
government.” " e

On the other hand, “Vietnam has Ilm-
pressed me as & country of religlous toler-
ance,” Ambassador Nolting Is quoted as say-
ing to the Natlonal Catholle Welfare Confer-
ence.

Bishop Peter Carreto of Thailand is also
quoted by the Catholic News that “U.8. news-
papers give a slanted view” of events In Viet-
nam. He described charges that President
Diem {s trying to suppress Buddhism as
“absurd.”

A sympathetic view of the Buddhists’ re-
ported plight has been taken by Pope Paul,
who recently avoided seeing President Diem’s




' 1A|6pr;o"ved For Release 2003/10/10

173%8

- brother, Archbishop Ngo Dinh Thuc. 'When
Archhishop Thuc called at the Vatican, is«
suing degrogatory statements against the
Buddhists, he was promptly orderéd not to
talk about conditions in Vietnam. He left
for New York without seeing the Pope,

- ——— 7 YLl
[From the Lewiston (Idaho) Morning
Tribune, Sept. 13, 1963] .
ANOTHER METHOD OF DEALING ‘WITH THE
' -DIEM CLIQUE
Most Americans, we think, will sympathize
with Senators CHURCH of Idsho and CARLSON
of Kansas when they express Indignation
over the highhanded activities of the venal
Ngo Dinh Diem clique in South Vietnam.
Senator CHURCH says that unless the Diem
family undertakes drastic reforms he may
offer a resolution to shut off all U.S. aid, now
running at a rate of $500 million a year.
Seconding this proposal, Senator CARLSON
5ays “we are just wasting money on this

. dictator government.” L
Tt is not likely that Diem, or his brother,

Ngo Dinh Nhu, or whoever is in charge in

Saigon, will effect reforms needed to put a

popular base under the Government and con-

clude the war against the Communist guer-

. rillas. It is clear that the Diem family has

no interest other than holding power, and
the United States will get nowhere until the
family is thrown out. . .

If the United States continues to_support
Diem in spite of deteriorating relations, it
will steadily lose prestige and also lose the
, change of friendly relations with the Viet
Namese people who blame the Americans for
supporting a repressive government. So it
Is difficult to see what the United States has
to galn by this miserable policy.

What would happen if ald ‘were cut off?
The Diem regime would collapse, of course.
And possibly the Comimunists in the north
would move,in and take control of the south,
but tpat is not certain; the North Vietnam
Communists have serious factional problems.
Suppose aid were withdrawn Progressively, in
small bits, as a lever to force reform? )

That has an attractiveness, but once the
process was started Vietnam would be on
notice that the United States had lost con-
fidence in the regime, and that would likely
bring it down quickly. What needs to be
done now is quietly to encourage the regime’s
growing number of opponents so that the
Vietnamese themselves are enabled to throw
out the oppressors. That would avoid a
possible period of anarchy.

‘If this procedure proves impossible, it
would then be time to consider the course
mentioned by Senators CHURCH and CARLSON.
On careful analysis it might be found that
the consequences would not be as bad- as
they might seem, In any event, they could
hardly be much worse for the United States
than pursuit of the present policy.—St. Louis
Post-Dispatch.

AMBASSADOR  LODGE'S 'ﬁﬁm

JOB IN SOUTH VIETNAM -
My, CHURCH. Mr. President, al
“-Americans respect Henry Cabot Lodge
-for accepting the difficult job of Ambas~
-sador to South Vietnam. We can well
‘understand his indignation at Madame
Nhu's charges that American junior offi-
cers in Vietham are “little soldiers of
fortune.” This kind of calumny is too
much for any American to take. As
.- Dayid Halberstam, New. York Times cor-
- .ifespondent in South Vietnam, pointed

““olit in his dispatch published in the Sep-
tember 27 issue of the Times:

Mr. Ngo Dinh Nhu, whose husband is the

principal adviser to President Ngo Dinh
B Diem,»his brother, has been outspoken about
President, Kennedy, the State Department,
the Central Intelligence Agency, the Arer!-
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can press, the Bill of Rights, and American
culture. However, she had never before at-
tacked the junior officers, many of whom are
in the field with the South Vietnamese forces
fighting the Communist guerrillas.

~ The New York Times has editorially
supported Ambassador Lodge in its issue
of Beptember 27. I wish to call special
attention to the convineing coneclusion of
this editorial: .

President Diem must decide whether he is
fighting for his family or for his country, and
whether he can afford to permit unbridled
license to his sister-in-law, who is developing
into the Communists’ best ally in his own
palace.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have this excellent editorial
printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

MR. LODGE'S STATEMENT

Ambassador Lodge has exploded a political
bombshell in Saigon by publicly slapping
down Mme, Ngo Dinh Nhu for her “shocking,
cruel, and insulting” aspersions on American
junlor officers helping South Vietnam to
fight the war agalnst the Communists. In
statements never repudiated by Presldent
Diem’s government, the President’s sharp-
tongued sister-in-law called the junior offi-
cers “little soldiers of fortune® engaging in
“irresponsible behavior.”

Mme. Nhu, whose equally shocking state-
ments about the protesting Buddhists have
compromised the Dlem government in the
eyes of the world, has often been eritical of

American policy. That is her privilege, but

it is not her privilege to impugn the integrity
of American officers and soldiers who are
being killed in a strange land, side by side
with their Viethamese comrades, Mr. Lodge
sald they deserve thanks, not insults, -

The Ambassador’s statement, long overdue,
marks a break with the previous American
efforts to get along with the Diem regime at
all costs. It deals only with one limited
aspect of the war. But it has, of course,

. wider implications for the future relations

of the United States with the Diem govern-
ment.

President Diem must decide whether he is
fighting for his family or for his country,

~and whether he can afford to permit un-

bridled license to his sister-in-law, who is
developing into the Communists' best ally
right in his own palace.

ROXMIRE DAIRY PLAN IS WORTH
i TRYING

Sar. PROXMIRE. Mr. President, the
Se ill shortly be asked to consider
airy bill, 8..1915, which I have spon-
sored and which was reported from the
Senate Agriculture Committee by an
11 to 4 vote.

In the Prairie Parmer for September 7,
1963, appeared an excellent editorial
analyzing this bill. I wish to call the
editorial to the attention of all mem-
bers of the Senate who will be voting on
this proposed legislation. I ask unani-
mous consent to have printed in the
RECORD the editorial entitled “New Dairy
Plan Is Worth Trying.”

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows: )
[From the Prairie Farmer, Sept. 7, 1963]

NEW DAIRY PLAN IS WORTH TRYING

Dairy leaders who have been working

persistently for the last couple of years to
reach agreement on sensible, middle-of-the-
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road legislation have come up with some-
thing that we believe is worth trying. Most
of the ideas are involved In the Proxmire
bill (S. 1915) which has been reported out
of the Senate Agriculture Committee by an
11 to 4 vote.

This is a voluntary plan which would give
‘producers of grade A fluid milk price pro-
tection on acceptance of a quota and an
historical base. It embodies the class T base
idea which has been popping up in most of
the legislative proposals and has been recom-
mended by the lendership of the Pure Milk
Assoclation,

Under the proposed bill class I producers
would agree -to Ilimit thelr production in
exchange for certain protections. The most .
attractive thing about the plan is that it
Promises to get expanding class I producers
off the backs of the class III producers who
have been left out in the cold by our Federal
orders,

The blend system of pricing milk which
gives the grade A producer g fluid-milk price
for a part of his output and dumps the rest
on the manufactured-milk market at what-
ever it will bring, has about outlived its
usefulness. In the Chicago market during
the month of June only 46 percent of the
grade A milk was sold for fluid use and 54
bercent went into production of butter and
cheese. This may not be so surprising out
here in the Midwest, but the proportion is
even worse in New York State where there
is very little justification for producing milk
to make manufactured items. In New York
the proportion of grade A milk going for
butter and cheese has risen lately to as high
as 58 percent.

It should also be noted that there has been
a rather gratifying decrease in the amount
of class III milk produced outside the mar-
keting orders, and at the same time a rather
alarming increase in the amount of milk
produced uncer class I. Obviously curtail-
ment of production should come in the fluid-
milk areas. Under the Present system a ¢lass
I producer dilutes his income, and the class
IIT producer gets clobbered by his larger and
more successful competitor.

Pralrie Farmer has been opposed;
speaking, to any two-price system applied
to an agricultural product. We have been
against such a system In wheat. We have
been reluctant to accept it even in the dairy
fleld. However, there 1Is increasing evidence
that dairying is a special problem In the
agricultural-marketing picture and we need
to modify our attitudes to Insure a decent
living for dairymen and a reliable supply for
consumers,

We hope Congress will pass the Proxmire
bill and its equivalent in the House (Poage
bill) and give this system a try. The de-
mands are moderate. The cost to the tax-
payer would seem reasonable. . There is no
proviston for direct subsidy in the bills as
the present time. Our experience with milk
marketing orders which have dominated the
dairy market for many years would indicate
that the system might work quite well.

There are problems, of course, but they
could be worked out. These include such
things as transferability of bases, the entry
Into dairying of new producers, and safe-

generally

- guards agailnat dairying becoming concen-

trated in a few hands.

Nevertheless a lot of work has gone into
this most recent proposal, and Congress
might well go along with the plan to see how
it will work out. '

SHOOTING DOLLARS TO THE MOON

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr. President, for -
some time now I have been indicating
what I believe to be weaknesses in the
U.S. space program. In particular, I
have indicated that I think we should not
be spending so much money so rapidly
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